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16 : THE NEW HISTORY

as an heroic or terrible incident, it may mislead the
reader and divert his attention from the prevailing
interests, preoccupations and permanent achievements
of the past.

If we have not been unfair in our review of the more
striking peculiarities of popular historiography, we
find them to be as follows : —

(1) A careless inclusion of mere names, which can
scarcely have any meaning for the reader and which,
instead of stimulating thought and interest, merely
weigh down his spirit.

(2) A penchant more or less irresistible to recite
political events to the exclusion of other matters
often of far greater moment.

(3) The old habit of narrating extraordinary epi-
sodes, not because they illustrate the general trend of
affairs or the prevailing conditions of a particular time,
but simply because they are conspicuous in the annals
of the past. This results in a ludicrous disregard of
perspective which assigns more importance to a de-
mented journalist like Marat than to so influential a
writer as Erasmus.

I

The essay which immediately follows this will be
devoted to a sketch of the history of history, and will
explain more fully the development of the older ideals
of historical composition. It will make clear that these
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past experience to the solution of current problems.
! Moreover, we rarely have sufficient reliable informa-
tion in regard to the supposed analogous situation in
‘the past to enable us to apply it to present needs.
+Most of theappealsof inexpensiveoratory to *what his-
tory teaches’’ belong to this class of assumed analogies
which will not bear close scrutiny. When I speak of
history enabling us to understand ourselves and the
problems and prospects of mankind, I have something
quite different in mind, which I will try to make plain
by calling the reader’s attention to the use that he
makes of his own personal history.
We are almost entirely dependent upon our mem-
i ory of our past thoughts and experiences for an under-
standing of the situation in which we find ourselves at
any given moment. To take the nearest example, the
reader will have to consult his own history to under-
stand why his eyes are fixed upon this particular page.
If he should fall into a sound sleep and be suddenly
awakened, his memory might for the moment be
paralyzed, and he would gaze in astonishment about
the room, with no realization of his whereabouts.
The fact that all the familiar objects about him pre-
sented themselves plainly to his view would not be
sufficient to make him feel at home until his memory
had come to his aid and enabled him to recall a cer-
tain portion of the past. The momentary suspension
of memory’s functions as one recovers from a faint-
ing fit or emerges from the effects of an anasthetic
















































































































































66 THE NEW HISTORY

that every distinct phase of man’s past, every insti-
tution, sentiment, conception, discovery, achieve-
ment, or defeat which is recorded has found its place
in the historical treatment of the particular branch of
research to which it has been assigned according to the
prevailing classification of the sciences. This process
of specialization would serve to rectify history in a
thousand ways, and to broaden and deepen its opera-
tions, but, instead of destroying it, it would rather
tend, on the contrary, to demonstrate with perfect
clearness its absolute indispensability. Human affairs
and human changes do not lend themselves to an
exhaustive treatment through a series of monographs
upon the ecclesiastical or military organization of
particular societies, their legal procedure, agrarian
system, their art, domestic habits, or views on higher
education. Many vital matters would prove highly
recalcitrant when one attempted to force them into
a neat, scientific cubby-hole. Physical, moral, and
intellectual phenomena are mysteriously interacting
in that process of life and change which it falls to
the historian to study and describe.

Man is far more than the sum of his scientifically
classifiable operations. Water is composed of hydro-
gen and oxygen, but it is not like either of them.
Nothing could be more artificial than the scientific
separation of man’s religious, esthetic, economic,
political, intellectual, and bellicose properties. These
may be studied, each by itself, with advantage, but
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N

I

THAT history must from time to time be rewritten
is an oft-repeated commonplace. Why is this? The
past, as ordinarily conceived, seems fixed and settled
enough. No theologian has ever conceded to omnipo-
tence itself the power to change it. Why may it
not then be described for good and all by any one who
has the available information at his disposal? The
historian would answer that more and more is being
learned about the past as time goes on, that old errors
are constantly being detected and rectified and new
points of view discovered, so that the older accounts
of events and conditions tend to be superseded by
better and more accurate ones. This is obvious;
but granting that each new generation of historians
do their duty in correcting the mistakes of their
predecessors, is that all that is necessary? ' Is there
not danger that they will allow themselves to be too
largely guided in the choice of their material and in
their judgments of it by the examples set by preceding
writers? Are historians now adjusting themselves as
promptly as they should to the unprecedented amount
of new knowledge in regard to mankind in general

70




















































































08 THE NEW HISTORY

generation to the next, or else be rediscovered, or
lost. Now it should be part of the historian’s busi-
ness, and no unimportant part, to follow out the
actual historical workings of this rule. Civilization
is not innate, but transmitted by ‘“ imitation’’ in the
large sense of the word. A word, or a particular
form of tool, or a book, will die out as surely as an
organism unless it is propagated and regenerated.
Let us apply this law in a single case. How little
addition to the general disorder and to the chronic
discouragements of learning is necessary to account
for the fatal disappearance of Greek books in the
West after the dissolution of the Roman Empire !
Suppose only half as many people in Gaul read
.Greek in the time of Gregory of Tours as had known it
in Constantine’s time. How greatly would this in-
crease the chances of the complete disappearance of
Xenophon’s Cyropedia or Euripides’s Elekira ?

In concluding these reflections I am painfully con-
scious that they may suggest serious dangers to some
thoughtful readers. The historical student may be
ready to grant that he has neglected the influence that
discoveries in other fields should have on his own con-
clusions; but how, he will ask, is he to find time to
acquaint himself with all the branches of anthropol-
ogy, of sociology, political economy, comparative
religion, social psychology, animal psychology, physi-
cal geography, climatology, and the rest? It is hard
for him even to keep up with the new names, and he
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present in an orderly way the development of the chief
concomitants of our own particular intellectual heri-
tage, always keeping before one the attitude of mind
and range of knowledge of the intellectual class at
large, rather than that of special investigators and
scholars : its convictions on certain large questions,
its methods of reasoning, its powers of criticism, its
authorities, the sources of information that it has
from time to time cherished, whether human or divine,
the range of its knowledge, and the depth of its igno-
rance, as judged by what had gone before and what
came after. Special emphasis should naturally be laid
throughout on the modes of attaining and transmitting
knowledge — or what was mistaken for such — and its
application to the welfare and improvement of man’s
estate in this world or the next.

I

One who attempted to trace the general history of
thought to-day would have to take into consideration
certain vital discoveries which could not have influ-
enced Lecky and Draper. We are now tolerably well
assured that could the human mind be followed back,
it would be found to merge into the animal mind, and
that consequently the recently developing study of ani-
mal or comparative psychology is likely to cast a great
deal of light upon certain modes of thought. I do
not mean by this that there is any reason to suppose




































118 THE NEW HISTORY

was similar, their notions of the origin of man, of the
Bible, with its types, prophecies, and miracles, of
heaven and hell, of demons and angels, are all identical.
To the early Protestants, as to Catholics, he who would
be saved must accept the doctrine of the triune God
and must be ever on his guard against the whisperings
of reason and the innovations suggested by scientific -
advance. Luther and Melanchthon denounced Co-
pernicus in the name of the Bible. Melanchthon re-
edited, with enthusiasticapproval, Ptolemy’s astrology.
Luther made repeated and bitter attacks upon reason;
in whose eyes he freely confessed the presuppositions
of Christianity to be absurd. Calvin gloried in an’s
initial and inherent moral impotency; and the doc-
trine of predestination seemed calculated to paralyze
all human effort.

The Protestants did not know any more about nature
than their Catholic enemies; they were just as com-
pletely victimized by the demonology of Witchcraft.
The Protestant Revolt was not begotten of added
scientific knowledge, nor did it owe its success to any
considerable confidence in criticism. As Gibbon
pointed out, the loss of one conspicuous mystery —
that of transubstantiation — ‘ was amply compensated
by the stupendous doctrines of original sin, redemption,
faith, grace, and predestination’’ which the Protestants
strained from the epistles of St. Paul. Early Protes-
tantism is, from an intellectual standpoint, essentially
a phase of medieval religious history.
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for the study of comparative religion and protested
against the idea that God proposed to damn the
greater portion of mankind. Newton’s proof that
our terrestrial laws of motion extend throughout the
universe made a far more profound impression than
the writings of Copernicus, and the eighteenth-century
Deists never tired of praising a God of immutable law.

The bases of modern astronomy, physics, botany,
zodlogy, and mathematics were all laid before the
middle of the eighteenth century, and by that time
the knowledge in all these subjects greatly transcended,
in its extent and precision, anything known to the
Greeks and Romans. The diabolical superstitions
associated with witchcraft, which, it must be remem-
bered, were based upon the Bible and classical authors,
finally gave way, and the new spirit of unfettered criti-
cism and the confidence in experimental science and
its applications which it had begotten — which were
ever reénforcing the conception of progress and were
ever weakening the authority of the past— fur-
nished the necessary preliminaries for a new series of
achievements.

v

This sketch of intellectual history down to the mid-
dle of the eighteenth century should put us in a position
to reach some general conclusions in regard to the
main peculiarities of our present outlook. It is con-
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sibilities of readjustment implied in the economic
revolution.

We owe, moreover, to the Industrial Revolution the
development of our cities, and city life has always been
closely associated with intellectual changes, so that we
are justified in assuming that the vast extension of
our urban interests must ultimately deeply affect our
speculations. Associated with these same economic
changes is the development of world-commerce and of
incredibly efficient means -of communication, which
have brought mankind together throughout the whole
earth in a spirit of competition, emulation, and co-
operation. It will not be many years before every one
on the face of the globe can read and write and be in
a position through our means of intercommunication
to follow the course of events in every portion of the
earth. This astonishing condition of affairs suggests
boundless possibilities of human brotherhood. A few
years ago, at an International Postal Congress, as I
recollect, a proposition was made that the charge for a
letter between almost any two points on the surface of
the globe be reduced to two cents. This was advocated
by Egypt, the United States, and New Zealand. This
proposition and those who supported it, representing
at once the land of the oldest civilization and, on the
opposite side of the globe, that of the newest, ought
sufficiently to free us from the idea that our specu-
lation can be limited to the bounds which circum-
scribed that of the Greeks.
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carliest discoverles and the crudest applications of
knowledge as yet. The possibilities of fruitful research
seem unlimited and the influence of new knowledge
incalculable.
We have learned to think about a far wider range of
things than any generation which has preceded us;
we have learned to recognize that truth is not merely
relative, as was clearly enough perceived by an im-
portant school of Greek thought, but that this relativ-
ity is conditioned by our constant increase in knowl-
edge. Cicero declared that there was no possible view
_that had not been held by some philosopher, and that
it was the part of the wise man to accept the opinion
that appeared to him at the moment the most plau-
sible. While there is much in Cicero’s skepticism to
admire, we should now state our plight in quite differ-
ent terms. Our more carefully considered opinions
are based ultimately upon observed facts about man
and his environment. With our ever increasing
knowledge in regard to these facts, our opinions must
necessarily change. To what may be called the innate
relativity of things, perceived by the Greeks, we have
added a dynamic relativity which is the result of rap-
idly advancing scientific knowledge, which necessarily
renders all our conclusions provisional.
In the career of conscious social readjustment upon
i which mankind is now embarked, it would seem as if
\_ the history of thought should play a very important
\ part, for social changes must be accompanied by emo-
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tional readjustments and determined by intellectual
guidance. The history of thought is one of the most:
potent means of dissolving the bonds of prejudice and{
the restraints of routine. It not only enables us to |
reach a clear perception of our duties and responsi-

bilities by explaining the manner in which existing

problems have arisen, but it promotes that intellectual |
liberty upon which progress fundamentally depends. |

N
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In order to make the situation quite clear, let us
imagine that some broad-minded and sympathetic
spirit, deeply impressed with the tasks that face us
to-day, — like Maeterlinck himself, for instance, —
had managed to learn a great deal about the past of
mankind without ever looking into a standard history
or an historical manual great or small; that he had
been guided miraculously to the real sources of his-
torical knowledge and had familiarized himself with
all the vestiges of the past thought and activities of
mankind, not only the written records, but the re-
mains of buildings, pictures, clothing, tools, and orna-
ments. Let us suppose, then, that he undertook to
prepare a book for children, in which he proposed to
tell them what he believed would be most interesting ~
to them, and most illuminating, as they grew up and
began to play their respective parts in social life.
Would he dream of including the battle of Agospotami,
the Samnite wars, the siege of Numantia by the Ro-
mans, the crimes of Nero, the Italian campaigns of
Frederick Barbarossa, the six wives of Henry VIII, or
the battles of the Thirty Years’ War? It is toler-
ably safe to say that none of these things, which our
manuals always include, would even occur to him as he
thought over all that man had done and thought and
suffered and dreamed through thousands of years.

Our writer, not being especially interested in battles
and sieges or the conduct of kings, and having no idea
of teaching his readers how to be good generals and
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will perceive its vast social significance and will com-
prehend the rather hard terms on which things get
i made rapidly, cheaply, and in great quantities. An
understanding of this may suggest ways in which as
he grows older, he can become influential in bettering
the lot of himself and his fellows without seriously
diminishing the output, and conciliate economic effi-
ciency with the welfare of the workmen, — which is,
after all, asimportant a problem as exists in industrial
life.

For example, it seems to an outsider as stupid as it
is disastrous that, with the simplification of processes
through the division of labor, there has not been a
countervailing tendency to enable the workman to
carry on in succession a series of contributions to the
completed product. The grinding monotony might
be relieved, from time to time, by a reasonable alter-
nation of duties so as to bring into play a new set of
muscles and of mental adjustments. There are,
assuredly, a considerable number of disadvantages in
prevailing practices which a more intelligent, sym-
pathetic, and alert set of workmen could codperate in
abolishing or alleviating without serious economic
sacrifice.

Besides giving the artisan an idea of social progress
and its possibilities, history will furnish him a back-
ground of incidental information which he can utilize
in his daily surroundings, and which will arouse and
foster his imagination by carrying him, in thought,
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lotus blossomed on the handle of his spoon, and his
wine spdrkled in the deep blue calix of the same
flower; the muscular limb of the ox in carved ivory
upheld the couch on which he slept; the ceiling over-
head was a starry heaven resting on palm trunk
columns, each crowned with its graceful tuft of droop-
ing foliage.”

The range of Greek manufactures might also easily
be brought into instructive relation with both their
art and their conceptions of life, in such a way as to
give a far more adequate notion of this extraordinary
people than one is likely to derive from the textbooks
that tell of their political assemblies and constant
wars. We still have many examples of their lovely
vases and cups and platters, their bracelets, earrings,
and mirrors. We can form an excellent idea of their
furniture as well as of their temples and theaters.

While the Greeks prized beautiful things as no other
people before them, so far as we know, manual labor
was viewed with contempt by the leisure class. This
could not be otherwise at a time when almost all in-
dustrial operations were carried on by slaves, a class
constantly recruited by captives, and sufficiently
large to manufacture all the necessary commodities.
Aristotle, in a famous chapter of his Politics, de-
clares slavery to be in accordance with nature, since
there is always a considerable class of persons fit
for nothing else; although he admits that many
become slaves through ill fortune who ought properly
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progress cannot be even sketched out here. But it
is infinitely more absorbing and vital than the record
of kings, conquests, and treaties, and of the delibera-
tions and decrees of public assemblies, which have so
long been regarded as constituting orthodox history.

Moreover, what child could fail to follow eagerly,
if the matter were but clearly put to him, the marvel-
ous doings of the steam engine, which has shown itself
far more potent to alter man’s ways than all the edicts
of all the kings and parliaments that have ever
existed. In 1704, an Englishman, Newcomen, devised
an awkward form of steam engine, which would work
a pump — a lumbering, slow, inefficient, unpromising
contrivance, which was destined, nevertheless, to
grow into the most rapidly revolutionizing force in
the history of the world. The pump enabled the
miners to keep under control the water that would
otherwise have impeded them in extracting both coal
and iron. By the use of the iron, new machines
could be made, and with the coal, they could be run.
So, with iron and coal and steam both old and new
kinds of products could be turned out in unprece-
dented quantities; and with iron, coal, and steam
they could be dispatched to all parts of the earth.
Factories equipped with the new machinery grew up,
and cities centered around the factories. So it has
come about that the tool has again come into its own
as the agent and symbol of man’s progress, and that
the past one hundred and fifty years have seen vastly
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and by the laws in the Theodosian and Justinian codes.
From the time of Marcus Aurelius, who chose Verus
as his colleague in the year 161, down to Diocletian,
the laws of the Empire were not uncommonly issued
in the name of two or more emperors. The plurality
of emperors became the general rule after Diocletian,
and most of the edicts are issued in the name of two,
three, or even four Augusti.

The existence at the same time of two or more per-
sons who enjoyed the supreme prerogatives of Roman
emperor seems to us nowadays a contradiction in
terms. It did not seem so to the Romans, who had
been accustomed, under their consuls and tribunes,
from a very early time to the spectacle of two or more
officials possessing exactly the same high prerogatives
throughout the whole territory of the State, with only
such informal division of responsibility as might be
agreed upon between them. The relations between
two or more emperors, all of whom were supreme, was
determined in the same informal fashion: a son would
naturally be subordinate to his father; the younger
and less distinguished colleague to the older and better
known one.

The whole situation becomes quite clear when we
refer to the accounts which Ammianus Marcellinus
has given us of imperial elections in his day. Julian,
it should be remembered, had been killed near Babylon
in 363 ; his successor, Jovian, died almost 1mmed1ately
after his election.
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his permission ; yet afterwards, when all fear and anxiety were
allayed, they lived in greater security because he, wise and kind-
hearted man as he was, loved his young relative with exceeding
affection and reared him with great care.

These passages ! illustrate very clearly the informal
methods of electing and multiplying emperors. There
was, it will be noted, no attempt to divide the realm
among them ; if there were several emperors, all were
supposed to busy themselves with the common welfare
of the whole Empire.

The conditions under which Theodosius and his two
sons ruled were precisely similar. No one tl\xought
of disrupting the Empire ; there was but one Common-
wealth (res publica), although there had been two
capitals since the founding of New Rome by Con-
stantine. There were two senates, two completely
organized imperial courts, but the Empire, whatever
might be the number of rulers, was a single state. A
new emperor, when elected, regularly requested his
colleague or colleagues to accept him, and after the
time of Theodosius one emperor regularly chose one
of the annual consuls and the other one the other; all
laws were issued in the name and with the consent of
all the Awugusti who happened to be reigning.

Viewed then from the standpoint of custom, there
was nothing exceptional in the arrangement made
after the death of Theodosius; the Empire was not

1 They are taken from Bk. XXVI, ch. i, 3-5, ch. ii, 8, ch. iv, 3-5,
ch. v, 1, 4; Bk. XXVII, ch. vi, 1~5; Bk. XXX, ch. x, 4-6.
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lieutenants, Saulus, but the court party, a few years
later (in 408), induced Honorius to execute Stilicho.
Zosimus tells us that after the execution of Stilicho
many of the barbarians in Rome were killed, where-
upon the survivors organized an army of thirty
thousand men and invited Alaric to join them.

Alaric was not, however, anxious for war; he wanted
some sort of an office, with a due amount of power and
comfortable emoluments. He was ready upon very
moderate terms to retire with his followers into Pan-
nonia. The emperor Honorius failed, however, to
come to terms, showing a culpable indecision, where-
upon Alaric summoned bis wife’s brother, Athaulf,
from upper Pannonia, where he had a considerable
army of Goths and Huns. He then moved down to-
ward Rome, to which he laid siege. But the city
bought itself off with 5000 pounds of gold, 30,000
pounds of silver, 4000 silk robes, 3000 scarlet fleeces,
and 3000 pounds of pepper. Alaric once more de-
clared himself ready to enter into an alliance with the
emperor and the city of Rome against all their ene-
mies. The barbarians then withdrew from Rome,
but as they retired they were joined by almost all the
slaves of the city to the number of forty thousand.
This is suggestive of the highly miscellaneous char-
acter of the persons who composed the alleged “Ger-
manic peoples,” within the Roman Empire.

Honorius refused to conclude a definite peace with
Alaric, but his judicious prefect of the court, Jovius,

'
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These terms Zosimus declares to have been wvery
reasonable, and he deplores the want of wisdom on
the part of Honorius in rejecting them.

The reader, familiar only with the ordinary ac-
counts of the “wanderings of the nations,” will natu-
rally be surprised to learn that the Romans had thus
early begun to employ the Huns as mercenaries, and
will also be surprised at the courteous and deliberate
negotiations carried on by Alaric through the clergy.
Alaric, of course, had probably lived a great part of
his life in the Roman Empire and was no more of a
barbarian than hundreds of the Roman military and
civil officers of the time. He evidently would have
been satisfied could he have occupied a position similar
to that which Stilicho had enjoyed under Theodosius.

Insulted by the refusal of Honorius to meet his
advances, Alaric once more laid siege to Rome. He
cut off its supplies from Africa and demanded that
the city join him against the emperor, who had fled
to Ravenna.

The whole senate [Zosimus says], having therefore assembled
and having deliberated about what course they should follow,
complied with all of Alaric’s demands. . . . They received his
embassy and invited him to their city, and, as he commanded,
placed Attalus, the prefect of the city, on an imperial throne in
a purple robe and crown. Attalus then appointed Lampadius
prefect of palaces, Marcianus prefect of the city, and gave the
command to Alaric and a-certain Valens, who formerly com-
manded the Dalmatian legions, distributing the other offices
in a proper fashion.
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simplicity,” with a style bordering on illiteracy. He
writes as follows : —

While Zeno, the Emperor, was reigning at Constantinople
the patrician Nepos, coming suddenly to Portus, deprived Gly-
cerius of imperial power. Glycerius was made a bishop and
Nepos emperor at Rome. Nepos came presently to Ravenna,
but, fearing the patrician Orestes, who was following him with
an army, took ship and fled to Salona. There he remained five
years, and was assassinated by his own followers.

Soon after his departure Augustulus was made emperor
and reigned ten years [!]. Augustulus, who before his reign had
been called Romulus by his parents, was made emperor by his
father, the patrician Orestes. Odovacar, however, with the
people of the Scyrri, coming suddenly on the patrician Orestes,
killed him at Piacenza,and afterwards his brother Paul in the
pine woods outside Classis [the port of Ravenna]. He took
Ravenna, moreover, and deposed Augustulus, but had compas-
sion on his youth and beauty, and spared his life besides paying
him a sum of six thousand solidi. He sent him into Campania,
where he lived undisturbed with his relatives. His father,
Orestes, was a Pannonian, who had attached himself to Attila
when the latter came into Italy and had been made his sec-
retary, whence he had been advanced until he had reached the
dignity of patrician.

Procopius, the famous historian of Justinian, writ-
ing about 550, gives a little more detail, but he tells us
nothing of his sources, and his data were collected
some seventy years after the events. In the opening
of his Gothic War he says: —

While Zeno was reigning at Byzantium the power in the
West was held by the Augustus whom the Romans nicknamed
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shall show, furnishes an instance of the carelessness,
bordering upon unscrupulousness, which may now
and then be noted in the writings of Gibbon and
others of equally distinguished scholarship.

The Greek of Malchus, literally translated, reads as
follows : —

. . . Odovacar compelled the senate to dispatch an em-
bassy to the emperor Zeno to inform him that they no longer
needed an emperor of their own; a common emperor would be
sufficient who alone should be supreme ruler of both boundaries
[of the empire]; that they had, moreover, chosen Odovacar to
guard their interests, since he had an understanding of both
political and military affairs. They therefore begged Zeno to
honor him with the title of patrician and to commit to him the
diocese of the Italians. The men from the Roman senate ar-
rived, bringing this message to Byzantium.

During these days there came also messengers from Nepos,
who were to congratulate Zeno on what had taken place [namely,
the overthrow of his rival Basiliscus] and ask him at the same
time zealously to aid Nepos, who had been suffering in the same
way as he, to regain his power, by supplying money and an army
and all things necessary to effect his restoration. Those who
were to say these things were accordingly dispatched by Nepos.

But Zeno made the following reply to the men from the senate,
namely, that of the two emperors they had received from the
East, one they had driven out, while Anthemius they had killed.
What should be done under the circumstances they must surely
perceive. So long as an emperor still lived there was no other
policy possible except that they should receive him when he
returned.

To the men from the barbarian [i.e. Odovacar] he replied
that it would be wise for Odovacar to receive the dignity of pa-
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two sons, Arcadius and Honorius; (3) there was never
a “Western Empire” — at least before Charlemagne’s
time; (4) there was little race feeling between the older
inhabitants of the Empire and the Germans, who
freely intermarried even in the higher ranks of so-
ciety; (5) Alaric was not the reckless leader of a wild
barbarian race which swept down upon the capital of
the world, but a prudent and hesitating politician
addicted to prolonged negotiations; (6) Rome was not
permanently injured by his brief occupation in 410;
(7) there was no fall of the Western Empire in 476,
since there was no Western Empire to fall, and nothing
decisive appears to have happened during that year,
for (8) there is no reason to regard Romulus Augus-
tulus as having been properly an emperor at all, or
(9) to assume that Odovacar ever sent the imperial
insignia to Constantinople.






























































































































THE SPIRIT OF CONSERVATISM IN
THE LIGHT OF HISTORY

I

It is a long, long time since human history began,
when a species of apes, probably closely allied to the
gorilla and chimpanzee of the African forests, found
itself able to go on its hind legs without the as-
sistance of its fore limbs, leaving these free to be-
come ever more dexterous arms and hands. This
new being, with his good, big brain case, found that
his ability to do things with his hands begat a
tendency to use his advantages in novel ways. Acci-
dentally casting bits of flint into the fire, he perceived
that they would crack into convenient pieces for cut-
ting and scraping, and so he perhaps made his first
tools. What manner of creature he was — whether
still hairy, and sleeping, mayhap, in trees like his con-
geners, the apes of to-day — is a matter of conjecture.
The veteran French archeologist, de Mortillet, con-
jectures that the earliest of the chipped stone tools
found in the drift along river banks may be assigned
to a period extending back two hundred and forty thou-
sand years. Suppose we allow some two hundred and
fifty thousand years back of that for the ancestors of
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fore twelve. A whole minute more was required before
the expostulations of Roger Bacon were really heeded.
The leaders of Protestantism had no heart in what we
call progress. Luther decried reason as a “pretty har-
lot” who would blind us to the great truths God had
revealed in the Bible. Melanchthon  reédited with
enthusiastic approval an ancient astrology. Calvin
declared man innately and unspeakably bad and
corrupt, utterly incapable of essentially bettering him-
self. But Pomponazzi and Giordano Bruno, and then
Francis Bacon and Descartes, about one minute before
twelve, began to batter down the great edifice which
the scholastic doctors had reared from the blocks they
had appropriated from Aristotle. They pleaded for
reason and denounced the senseless respect for tradi-
tion. Descartes, at the close of his immortal treatise
on The Method of Seeking Truth, says that he is
. writing in his own native French instead of the Latin
of his Jesuit instructors because he hopes to reach those
who use their own good wits instead of relying on old
books. A little earlier Lord Bacon published his
wonderful Advancement of Learning, also in his own
mother tongue, and at the end of his life his Novum Or-
ganon, in Latin. In both he deals with what he calls
“the kingdom of man.” Augustine knew only of a
kingdom of God and a kingdom of the devil. Lord
Bacon was the first to popularize, in his varied and
resourceful English, the promises of experimental
science. He says:—
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the Epicurean philosopher of Cicero’s time, doubtless
reflecting earlier Greek speculations, guessed that there
had been a stone age, a bronze age, and an iron age.!
But his was no philosophy of progress. Men might,
it is true, understand the universe so far as to perceive
that it was the result of a fortuitous concourse of
atoms, limited in kinds and obeying certain fixed laws.
But the chief significance of this to Lucretius lay in
abolishing all fear of the gods and of death. He did
not discover in his mechanistic universe any promise
of steady human progress. Indeed, he thought that
a degeneration was setting in which foreboded the
complete dissolution of the universe as we know it.
In short, the Greek and Roman philosophers would
have agreed with the medieval theologians in accepting
the stationary character of the civilization with which
they were familiar.

Augustine and his disciple, Orosius, gave history
a new background, and illustrated God’s dealings
with man, from the Garden of Eden to the sack of
Rome by Alaric; but they knew little or nothing of
man’s long history and unconscious progress in the
past, nor did they anticipate any future improvement,
for to the ardent Christian no earthly betterment

1 In the oft-quoted and remarkable lines: —

Arma antiqua manus, ungues, dentesque fuerunt
Et lapides, et item sylvarum fragmina rami,
Posterius ferri vis est aerisque reperta;

Sed prior aeris erat quam ferri cognitus usus.
— De rerum natura, Bk. V, vv. 1281 sqq.
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ing the early years of the French Revolution, and un-
der most discouraging circumstances, Condorcet wrote
his famous treatise on the indefinite perfectibility
of man. Init he seeks to trace the steps which human-
ity has taken in the past toward truth and happi-
ness. ‘“Ces observations,” he trusts, “sur ce que
I'homme a été, sur ce qu’il est aujourd’hui, conduiront
ensuite aux moyens d’assurer et d’accélérer les nou-
~ veaux progrés que sa nature lui permet d’espérer
encore. Tel est le but de 'ouvrage que j’ai enterpris,
et dont le résultat sera de montrer, par le raisonne-
ment et par les faits, qu’il n’a été marqué aucun terme
au perfectionnement des facultés humaines, que la
perfectibilité de ’homme est réellement indéfinie; que
les progrés de cette perfectibilité, désormais indépend-
ent de toute puissance qui voudrait Varréter, n’ont
d’autre terme que la durée du globe o la nature nous
a jetés.”? (

These genial speculations tending to turn men’s eyes
toward the future rather than the past were tremepg> .
dously -reénforced by the scientific discoveries of the
nineteenth century. These proved, first, that man
was learning a great deal more than any one had ever
known before about the world and his place in it.
Secondly, he was applying his knowledge in such a
way as to make older methods of manufacture and
transportation and communication appear very crude

1 “Esquisse d'un tableau historique des progrés de I'esprit humain,”
1797, P 4-
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